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THE WRITER IN 
AUSTRALIA: A collection of 
Literary Documents, 1856-1965, 
John Barnes Ed.
Oxford University Press,
336pp., $5.00 (paperback).
AL I H O U G H  T H IS  is by no m eans a 
cheap book it joins the growing col­
lection of invaluable publications in 
the field of A ustralian lite ra tu re  p ro ­
duced by O xford University Press. Two 
earlier volumes, Australian Literary  
Criticism  edited by G raham e Johnston 
and Tw entie th  Century Australian L i t ­
erary Criticism  edited by Clem ent 
Semmler began w hat is undoubtedly 
one of the  most im portan t publishing 
ventures a t present under way in  Aus­
tralia. T hese books, together w ith the 
m onograph series “A ustralian W riters 
and their W ork", also published by 
OUP, b ring  together m uch of the best 
th a t has been thought and said about 
Australian lite ra tu re  since its very b e ­
ginnings.
As the title  of this p a rticu lar an th o l­
ogy implies, M r. Barnes’ m ain  concern 
was to b rin g  together various essays all 
of which have some bearing or com ­
m ent on the role of the w riter who 
linds him self in a peculiarly  Australian 
environm ent. Frederick Sinnett, w rit­
ing in  1856 was in  the uniquely  fo rtu n ­
ate position of being able to comment 
on A ustralian lite ra tu re  alm ost before 
there  was any such lite ra tu re  to com ­
m ent upon. A nd yet this Fiction Fields 
of Australia, the  first piece in this 
anthology, m ade m any points which 
were to be re itera ted  th roughou t the 
ensuing century. T h e  sp irit of Sinnett’s 
belief, for instance, th a t “most Aus­
tralian  stories are too A ustralian" is 
alm ost directly  answered in the extract
from Vincent Buckley's Essays in 
Poetry, M ainly Australian  published 
in 1957, where Buckley sees Christopher 
Brennan as “the first genuinely unself­
conscious” A ustralian writer.
O ther essays included are of more 
specific application  and interest. A. (., 
Stephens’ book, Chris: Brennan , o rig i­
nally published in  1933 is here a t last 
restored to p rin t. It was the first book 
on B rennan to be published and has 
been followed by three  others together 
w ith innum erable articles, and yet still 
retains th a t vigorous and fresh outlook 
w hich typified almost all of Stephens' 
writing. H e obviously did no t m uch 
like B rennan’s verse, though  he is 
ra th e r cagey about saying so. H e in ­
terestingly places him  as a w riter “in 
the rank  of cosm opolitan com m entators 
such as Gosse, Saintsbury, Symons", 
and  perhaps even m ore interestingly 
(even if yet w ider of the  m ark) de ­
clares th a t B rennan 's m ajor fau lt was 
th a t he “wrote by eye m ore th an  by 
ear, and  (for reasons too m any to ex­
p lain  here) the best poetry in  all 
languages is w ritten  by ear for an 
ear.” Only A. G. Stephens among 
A ustralian writers w ould be audacious 
enough to try  and get away w ith an 
argum ent like th a t and  Mr. Barnes 
pays hom age to this audaciousness (and 
to the  astute intelligence which lay 
beh ind  it) by m aking Stephens the 
key figure in this anthology; and by 
including not just the Brennan  book, 
b u t a series of essays on Lawson, the 
Instroduction  to The B ulle tin  Story 
Book, some of the Furphy-Stephens 
correspondence and even Victor Daley’s 
m erry  satire on AGS and his disciples, 
"Narcissus and Some Tadpoles.” T he 
m ain  p o in t about Stephens is th a t not 
only does he write abou t m ajor writers 
b u t th a t he  is a m ajor w riter himself. 
W ould it be too m uch to hope that 
an offering such as Mr. Barnes gives 
us will spur some enterprising  p u b ­
lisher on  to give us a collected AGS? 
Such a book m ust be the  most needed 
volum e in the  whole field of Aust­
ra lian  lite ra tu re .
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Vet another virtue of this anthology 
is th a t the ed ito r has not restricted his 
choice to the obvious classics of-A ust ­
ralian literary discussion and debate. 
Even in the section covering the 
earliest years of our lite ra tu re  lie has 
been able to uncover the unexpected. 
An essay such as Thom as H eney’s re ­
view of an anthology of A ustralian 
\ erse edited by Douglas Sladen in 
1888 surprises by the force of its 
argum ent against literary  nationalism  
and by its constant insistence that 
Australian literatu re  m ust be seen in 
the  context of lite ra tu re  as a whole, 
and not just as a peculiarly  A ustralian 
phenom enon having peculiarly  A ust­
ra lian  standards. H enev wrote:
'T h ere  is beginning to grow up  
amongst certain  circles of critics and 
writers a sort of im plied  and tacit 
agreement th a t m uch ought to be for­
given a m an or wom an who writes 
upon A ustralian subjects from Aust­
ra lian  standpoints on the g round of 
their local appeal. R ubbish  is to be 
consecrated, provided it be precious, 
i.e., A ustralian; and slipshod w orkm an­
ship, threadbare subjects, rhythm ical or 
unrhythm ical verbosity, in a word, 
every disfigurem ent of style and every 
absurdity  of conception will be not 
pardoned only, b u t cherished, provided 
it bear the sacrosanct im pression of 
localism.” Bearing in  m in d  the  sort 
of misplaced adu lation  w hich has been 
the fate of so m any A ustralian  writers 
since Heney wrote, his words have an 
almost prophetic  ring.
Of course in  m any ways the task of 
an  anthologist is a thankless one, even 
if he is as conscientious as Mr. Barnes 
has undoubtedly tried  to be, even 
w riting comm entaries and in tro d u c­
tions to link the  various pieces he has 
chosen to p rin t. C ertainly it does seem 
to me to be a m ajor flaw in  this col­
lection th a t it neglects entirely  the 
N orm an Lindsay inspired  “vitalist” 
school of writers which flowered in  the 
1920’s, and whose literary  achievements
even if now ra th e r critically unfashion­
able, were nonetheless a m ajor con­
tribu tion  to the developm ent of our 
literature.
Barnes in  his in troduction  to the 
th ird  section of the book seems in 
fact to be in two m inds about the 
Lindsay school, which reached perhaps 
its height of influence th rough  the 
magazine Vision (1923-4). He admits 
that “ there can be no  doub t that it 
was a stim ulus to creativity at a barren  
tim e”, bu t alm ost hedges his bet by 
also insisting th a t "far from being 
avant-garde the m agazine was a re ­
flection of the  English n ineties”. Surely 
the only answer one can make to 
this is: so what? H enry H andel R ich­
ardson was also an old-fashioned 
w’riter b u t nobody neglects her achieve­
m ent or denies the  im portance of her 
position in the developm ent of A ust­
ralian  writing. If Mr. B arnes’ anthology 
had included at least N orm an L in d ­
say’s Creative E ffort and  some of the 
exuberance from Vision it w'ould have 
done m ore justice to th is era of our 
history.
It would be u n just though to close 
on a carping note for, as I have 
already suggested, this book is of 
immense value and interest. The  
Foundations of C ulture in Australia, 
and cri de coeur of th a t extraordinary  
m an “Inky” Stephensen is here, as is 
Rex Ingam ell’s C onditional Culture, 
both long since in  need of reprin ting . 
T he final section of th e  book, dealing 
w ith w riting  of the fifties and sixties 
is perhaps the  section where most 
people will feel th a t som ething else 
should have been included, and some­
th ing m ore left out; and if Mr. Barnes' 
selection here  is a m ore obviously sub ­
jective one th an  elsewhere in the book 
it is also a selection w hich reveals an 
acute awareness of the  sort of critical 
revaluation which A ustralian literatu re  
is now undergoing.
L e o n  C a n t r e l l
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POVERTY IN AUSTRALIA, 
G. G. Masterman. 
Angus and Robertson, 171pp., 
$2.25.
ADDRESSING the Sum m er School of 
the A ustralian Institu te  of Political 
Science in 1962, Bob Hawke of the 
A CTU described it as “a polite g a ther­
ing of polite  and com fortably-situated 
people ap p laud ing  p latitudes, u n c riti­
cal when confronted w ith nonsense 
and sublim ely unaw are of the economic 
and political realities which face this 
country.” T h is sort of reaction is not 
altogether absent after reading Poverty 
in Australia, a collection of the papers 
presented a t the  Institu te 's Summer 
School in  Jan u ary  1969.
T h e  opening address was given by 
W. C. W entw orth , the  Federal M inis­
ter for Social Services, and it com­
placently concluded on the  note that 
Australia p robably  has less poverty 
th an  any o ther country: “I t  is the com­
bination  of ou r social system and our 
social services, operating  upon our 
trem endous n a tu ra l resources and 
com parative freedom  from the shackles 
of the  past, w hich had  produced for 
us this fo rtu n ate  state of affairs.” 
W entw orth 's w ar on poverty is to be 
based on a policy of purely  fiscal or 
social security paym ents; concepts like 
“partic ip a tio n ” and  “com m unity” have 
not yet reached Canberra. As Jim  
Spigelman po in ted  ou t a t the  confer­
ence: "T h e  M inister's paper could 
easily have been w ritten  a t the tu rn  
of the  century. T h e  types of issues he 
discussed and the  program m es he sug­
gested were those th a t existed in 1900.”
T h e  best con tribu tion  came from a 
visiting L ondon School of Economics 
Fabian, Professor Donald Dennison, 
who rem inded  th e  delegates th a t in ­
dustrial progress does no t elim inate 
poverty and m ay exacerbate it, th a t the 
conventional social services work to the 
advantage of th e  “haves”, and th a t “we 
institu tionalise and perpetuate  in ­
equality  and make it respectable.' 
O ther papers, ail of which had some 
interesting things to say, were read 
by Professor R onald H enderson of the 
University of M elbourne. Miss Janet 
Paterson of the B rotherhood of St. 
Lawrence, and Professor R, G. Brown 
of Flinders University.
Not one of the speakers however, 
looked at the  causes of poverty. It 
was left to a couple of young radical 
studen ts to raix- points of fu n d a­
m ental im portance. In  particu lar, 
G arrie  H enderson, a second-year M el­
b ourne  University activist, berated  the 
conference for ignoring cu ltu ra l pov­
erty  and  he went on to argue that 
poverty should no t be seen as a 
paradox  in advanced capitalist 
societies. Im plicit in  most of the 
papers was the assum ption th a t poverty 
was some kind of aberration  which 
could be abolished w ithout any fu n d a­
m ental socio-economic structural 
changes. Yet as Henderson pointed 
out, poverty in all its dimensions is 
bu ilt in to  the  capitalist system and it 
will no t be elim inated u n til power in 
A ustralia  is massively redistributed. 
T h a t  his rem aiks were completely 
ignored is no t surprising  for none of 
the  papers had  looked a t the d is trib u ­
tion  of w ealth and income. (H ender­
son la te r wrote an  excellent article 
en titled  “An In troduction  to  an • 
Analysis of Poverty and Social Change" 
in N ational U, 12 May 1969.)
Any satisfactory analysis of the 
n a tu re  of poverty m ust recognise 
capitalism  as the basic source and 
socialism as the  u ltim ate  solution. Of 
course, m eliorative measures w ithin 
the capitalist fram ework are possible, 
b u t the  system V'ill never be able to 
elim inate  poverty, as H ym an Lum er 
has shown in  Poverty: Its Roots and  
its Future  (New York: In ternational 
Publishers, 1965) .
In  his conclusion to W ealth and 
Power in America  (New York: Praeger,
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1962), Gabriel Kolko stated that 
‘‘poverty will continue to be a basic 
aspect of the Am erican social and 
class structure so long as no fu n d a m en ­
tal changes are m ade in th e  d is trib u ­
tion of wealth and the autonom ous 
control of the corporate m achinery." 
T h is rem ark obviously holds also for 
capitalist countries o th er th an  the  
U nited  States.
J o h n  P i .a y f o r d .
RUSSIA: HOPES AND FEARS, 
by Alexander Werth. 
Penguin, 391pp., $1.35.
ALEXANDER W E R T H  has been 
w riting  books for a long time. A lot 
of them  have been abou t Russia, as he 
was born in  C /arist Russia in  1901, 
bu t he  em igrated to E ngland and b e ­
came a B ritish subject.
He spent the  years of the  Second 
W orld W ar in the  Soviet U nion and 
reported  the  heroic exploits of the 
Russian people and the  R ed Army. 
In  1964 he wrote Russia at War, a 
world best seller now published in  18 
languages. In  1965 he was again in 
Moscow as official guest of th e  Soviet 
Governm ent for the  20th anniversary 
victory celebrations and  M arshal Soko­
lovsky presented him  w ith a war 
medal. H e visited the  Soviet Union 
again in  1967 for m ateria l for a  new 
book which he was w riting  as a  sequel 
to Russia at War. It was to  be called 
Russia at Peace.
No one could accuse Alexander 
W erth of being “anti-Soviet". B u t as he 
says, ‘‘T his book h ad  been completed 
before the invasion of Czechoslovakia 
and was already a t the p rin te r  when 
th a t tragedy occurred.”
He decided to change the  nam e of 
his book. “Technically, even after 
the invasion of Czechoslovakia, Russia 
was still ‘a t peace’. No war h a d  been 
declared on Czechoslovakia. B ut the
very fact that, in  August 1968, Russian 
and Czech blood (however little) was 
flowing in the  streets of Prague m ade 
the title  ‘Russia at Peace’ singularly 
incongruous, if not dow nright offen­
sive.” So it was changed to Russia: 
Hopes and Fears.
He used as a them e an excerpt from 
a letter received from a young Russian 
in Septem ber 1968. "Since Prague, our 
last year's tim id  hopes of liberalisation 
in Russia have dw indled for the p re ­
sent while our fears of a re tu rn  to 
Stalinism (or worse) have increased 
im m easurably."
This is a book about Soviet achieve­
ments and about Soviet bureaucracy. 
It is absorbingly in teresting  in  the light 
of the problem s at present besetting 
the Com m unist m ovem ent as a guide 
to greater understand ing  of them . It 
is not the  analysis of a detached 
academic b u t one by a skilled and 
knowledgeable observer, a reporter who 
spends m ost of his tim e in the Soviet 
Union talking, and listening, to people 
— to scientists, economists, writers, 
workers, young people and old.
T he first chaptei form ing a back­
ground against which the whole book 
is w ritten  consists of a penetrating  
review of the CPSU C entral C om m it­
tee’s “Survey" o f the fiftieth  anniver­
sary of the  October Revolution, p u b ­
lished in  1967. T h is survey or thesis 
is available in Australia.
He refers to it as a sort of Brezhnev- 
Kosygin “ H istory” of the  last 50 years 
and a  perspective for the fu ture. 
Significant in  this he  sees a “calm 
and level headed" historical analysis 
of Trotskyism  w ithout departing  from 
the basic stand against it as p ro ­
pounded by Stalin; admission of the 
extrem e difficulties of collectivisation 
of agriculture bu t still justification for 
its b ru talities and the sacrifices for 
industrialisation; the  near destruction 
of the  Soviet U nion in  the war and
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admission of serious miscalculations in 
p reparation  for the Nazi attack; the 
people's heroic s 'n igg le  and continued 
sacrifices for post war reconstruction.
l ie  sees a m ore sober estim ation ol 
the difficulties ol transition  to com ­
m unism. Despite evidence of spectacu­
lar industria l growth, productivity and 
wages are com paratively low compared 
with the U.S. and difficulties rem ain in 
agriculture and in the d istribution 
Held.
I he "Survey" quotes figures of im ­
provem ent in the m aterial welfare of 
the Soviet people and the extension of 
democracy. On this latter poin t 
YVerth says, " In  reality  this passage 
significantly exaggerates the role of 
the Soviets as som ething ‘independen t’ 
of the Party  m achinery. T his <le 
m ocratisation’ o e the Soviet Union is 
somewhat overdone.”
T h e  section on the nationalities does 
not h in t a t the anomalies in Soviet 
society w ith most responsible posts 
occupied by Russians and a  con tinu­
ation of the  “Jewish p rob lem ”, though 
in a less acute form th an  under Stalin 
and Khrushchev.
Of the “Survey’s" a ttitu d e  to art 
and lite ra tu re  he says "All these verbal 
concessions to the  ‘new sp irit’ are hard  
to take seriously, and it seems obvious 
that in the  governm ent and Party 
h ierarchy there is still a terrifying 
hangover from  the  Stalin clays in m at­
ters of a rt and lite ra tu re .”
He sees, on the  face of it, “ the R us­
sians final and entirely  unam biguous 
acceptance of polycentrism. Each Com ­
m unist Party  m ust in  o ther words 
consider its own national interests first. 
T h is is a com plete departu re  from 
Stalinism .” T h en  he goes on, “Only is 
it qu ite  sincere? For if so why the 
great alarm  caused in the Krem lin by 
the liberalisation  of the  Com m unist 
Party  of Czechoslovakia in  1968.”
Nevertheless the “Survey” which may 
be regarded as the official Soviet line 
(and so the voice of Brezhnev and 
Kosygin), has, a*- we have seen, its 
weaknesses; bu t most W estern readers 
will still find m uch of it very fu n d a­
m ental and convincing, above all in 
the  anti-w ar stand taken bv th e  social­
ist cam p . .
W erth  exam ines in detail the  re li­
gious problem s and the  Soviet citizens' 
a ttitu d e  to sex and  the achievements 
of the Soviet W elfare state in health , 
housing, education and culture. He 
discusses the economic reform s, the 
problem s of Comecon and Soviet aid 
to developing countries.
H e deals w ith the disputes among 
historians, economists politicos and in 
the  fields of literatu re, between the 
"L iberals” and the “Stalinists.”
T h e  views of the Soviet peole are 
lively and illum inating . A Professor of 
biology from the Novosibirsk Science 
C entre on Lysenko:
"You people in the  West m ake a 
terrib le  song and dance about Paster­
nak and  all that; bu t for G od’s sake, 
lite ra tu re  is one thing, and one can 
have a h u n d red  different opinions 
about any book; b lit science — oh, 
those unspeakable cretins nearly ru ined 
Soviet science between 1948 and Pap- 
aska’s (Stalin's) death. Yes people in 
the streets wept when he died; to us 
scientists it W'as the  happiest day of 
our life.”
Soviet science has continued to ex­
tend its independence and is referred 
to as a “state w ith in  the  State.”
A history teacher who spent 15 years 
in a labour camp asked if he  had 
read Solzhenitsyn: “Yes and I also re ­
cently read  Evgenia G insburg’s book 
and Chukovskaya’s ‘Deserted House.’ 
Well let me tell you; the  Solzhenitsyn 
story is the  most accurate account I 
know of life in  a camp. T h a t’s precisely 
w hat m y camps were like.”
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A professor of pliilosophy: “Since 
Stalin's death, there  have been definite 
improvem ents. T h e  powers of the 
NKY1) have been drastically curtailed. 
Police inquisition, though it still ex­
ists is m ore discreet th an  it used to 
be. A m an like K hrushchev though  a 
fool in m any ways w’as m ore ‘dem ocra­
tically m inded ' th an  Stalin; and Kosy­
gin is better still. B ut there  has been 
110 proper re tu rn  to L eninist ‘Dem ocra­
tic Centralism ’. Secrecy still applies to 
m any fields of activity. I t  is strongest 
of all in the field of ideology."
After an interview  w ith 18 year old 
Sasha a reporte r on the Moscow even­
ing paper, who was too young to re ­
m em ber Stalin. W erth  says, ‘‘My gen­
eral impression was th a t he was not 
widely in terested in ideology, b u t was 
very proud of living relatively p rosper­
ously in  a well-run country th a t took 
such good care of all its citizens.”
T h e  book deals in  some deta il with 
the Soviet U nion’s relations w ith o ther 
countries and in particu la r w ith China. 
W erth  says there  are “at least a dozen 
d ifferent ‘Com m unism s’ and the R us­
sian variety has becom e one of the 
m ost innocuous, w ith the  concept of 
the  ‘nation sta te’ strongly predom in­
a ting  over th a t of ‘revolutionary  m is­
sion’ in the w orld.’
"T h ere  is good reason to suppose 
th a t (whatever ‘provocations’ there 
may have been from th e  Chinese side) 
the  Russians were glad to have an 
excuse to stop extensive and  intensive 
economic aid to C hina in  1960. In  o ther 
words, it became im p o rtan t for Russia 
no t to tu rn  China, in  a very short 
tim e, into a vast in d ustria l pow er.”
Russia: H opes and Fears is the ans­
wer, or a large p a r t of the  answer to 
m any of the w orld’s m ost ticklish p ro b ­
lems. W erth is a w riter who is easy 
to read. He is at p resent w riting  a 
book on the Soviet Czechoslovak con­
flict.
J im  Moss
FUTILITY AND OTHER 
ANIMALS, by Frank 
Moorhouse. Garth Powell 
Associates, 162pp., $3.80.
FRANK M O ORHO USE has collected 
twenty-four of his short stories into 
what h e  calls a “discontinuous n a rra ­
tive", w hich term  adequately describes 
the cohesion stopping short of unity  
the  book as a whole achieves. Even for 
those who have been previously ac­
quain ted  w ith  M oorhouse’s stories this 
ordering of his book will undoubtedly 
emphasise his dry, ra th e r spare style's 
strengths and  special appropriateness 
to his subject m atter. These subjects 
arc from Sydney’s nonconform ist, 
young and alienated society — more 
particularly , the  Sydney "P ush”’ and 
the A ndersonian “L ibertarian  Society" 
—but, th rough  a com bination of such 
groups’ structures and Moorhouse's 
skills, the stories transcend the self- 
congratulatory knowingness th a t makes 
coterie w riting  so often of this type 
of work.
In  a surprisingly lelevan t in tro ­
ductory note M oorhouse says the ch ar­
acters in  his “ in terlinked  stories” form 
a “ tribe — a m odern u rb an  tribe  — 
which does not fully recognise itself as 
a trib e”. I t  is ju st this last aspect of 
the book’s environm ent th a t M oor­
house's narra tive  captures so very ably. 
All stories are ill e ither a direct or 
im plied first person th a t denies chances 
for au tho ria l com m ent of a narrative 
or m oralistic n a tu re  while the p re ­
sentation of their allegedly u n stru c ­
tured  m ilieu  does allow the reader to 
see “ the tr ib e ” where individual ch ar­
acters m ay not.
Added to those, still largely struc­
tu ral and organisational skills, there is 
a preoccupation w ith  analysis and 
knowingness sometimes bordering  on a 
frank self awareness in  alm ost all the 
characters — th e  thirty-year-old hom o­
sexual whose trip  to his parents and
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their country town shows him  his true  
hom e is now the city, or the recently 
deserted husband  who cannot feel fully 
for others ' troubles b u t who knows it 
w ith a strange understanding.
Perhaps one ol the most successful 
of these stories, one th a t shows their 
analytical na tu re 's  artistic as well as 
sociological strength , is the  first in the 
book, "The K nife”. In this story the 
narrator, w ith a large degree of know­
ingness, plays w ith ideas of m asculinity 
th rough  his buying a knife to hang 
from his belt while living in a shack 
ou t of Sydney w ith his young mistress. 
T h e  story’s first line, spoken by the 
girl when the  knife is m issing — “T he 
knife was in the  duffle-coat — with the 
M ethedrine and  Herzog” —■ cleverly 
includes emblems of nonconform ity, 
and the  m asculinity symbols, w hile its 
context gives it a wry, satirical hum our 
th a t the story m aintains.
B ut if “T h e  K nife”, often wittily, 
embodies the uneasiness inheren t in 
looking (or iden tity  while rejecting 
bourgeois, conform ist standards (no 
cliche, this), o th er stories merely en ­
um erate the  special forms of scrutiny 
this may involve or, as in "W alking 
O u t”, suggest, against the tenor of the 
story I feel, the  na rra to r “drops o u t” 
for vague and lazy reasons — exactly 
those reasons his parents want to be ­
lieve.
B ut even the  weaker, and they are 
usually the shcrter, stories indicate 
M oorhouse’s, and his character’s, fas­
c ination w ith motives and w ith w hat I 
th ink  could be called the  intellectual 
or theoretical issues underlying the 
conscious adoption  of nonconform ist 
attitudes.
However the most successful stories 
are those th a t, as well as analysing or 
portray ing  motives, shift them  into 
uneasy or tense situations, test situa­
tions, and, consequently, ou t of the 
field of m erely fictional attitudin ising .
It is in these that F utility  and Other 
A nim als  becomes a tru ly  accomplished, 
ra th e r th an  prom ising, work and  M oor­
house’s understand ing  of th e  complex 
n a tu re  of difficult or trying situations 
is conveyed th rough  the  ease of good 
w rity ig  — an ease th a t m ost often rests 
in  the  generally b ind ing  quality  of the 
dialogue or the spare objectivity of 
descrijjtions ra the i than  any quotable 
passages.
Reviewers and readers alike are 
bound to say m uch about language 
and  a ttitudes in  this collection b u t the 
book is in fact distinguished by its 
very lack of any preoccupations w ith 
the sensationally contem porary — abor­
tion, the pill, drugs. In  their stead 
M oorhouse gives an urbane, well o rd ­
ered and frequently  dry hum orous view 
of his “ tr ib e ”’ and w hat makes i t  tick 
in  a no t particu larly  experim ental lan ­
guage and in  situations th a t o ther 
countries’ literatures have coped w ith 
for u p  to fifty years now.
C a r l  H a r r is o n -F o r d .
THE JEWISH PROBLEM IN 
POLAND, by Paul Novick. 
Morning Freiheit (US), 36pp. 
40 cents (Aust.)
H O W  could there be a  “Jewish p ro b ­
lem ” in  Poland? Less th an  30,000 Jews 
now live in the  country com pared with 
the  th ree  and  a ha lf m illion before 
the  war. Poland has h ad  m ore than  
20 years of socialism, w ith racist p ro ­
paganda outlawed. And the secretary 
of the  Polish U nited  W orkers’ Party 
W ladyslaw Gom ulka has a Jewish 
wife.
U ntil a few years ago, this would 
have been the a ttitu d e  of most 
socialists in  the W est to  a booklet of 
this kind. Recently, however, i t  has 
been sadly and re luctantly  conceded 
th a t the  raising  of the  question  of 
anti-sem itism  in socialist countries
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is not merely a ploy of the im perialist 
bourgeoisie to slander the com m unist 
movement.
Paul Novick, the au thor, is the most 
p rom inent C om m unist active in Jew ­
ish affairs in the U nited  States, and 
u n til the last convention was a m em ­
ber of the N ational Com m ittee of the 
CPUSA. He has visited Poland for 
lengthy periods on a num ber of oc­
casions and has w ritten  about the 
country in booklets and in the progres­
sive New York Yiddish language daily 
Morgen Freiheit.
Early in the booklet Novick adds to 
the list of facts of a positive na ture  
on the  position of Polish Jews. He 
po in ts to a num ber of exam ples of 
“a regime which showed real solicitude 
for its Jewish com m unal and cu ltu ral 
in stitu tions”. He shows how real con­
cern for the Jewish people disarm ed 
m any enemies of People’s Poland and 
won honor for socialism.
He cites the m any cu ltu ral in s titu ­
tions which the Polish governm ent 
helped the post-war Jewish com m unity 
to set up. H e describes the  effect of 
cu ltu ral exchanges betw een Polish and 
American Jews, and the way in  which 
Jews everywhere were touched by the 
hom age paid  by Polish C om m unists to 
such events as the W arsaw G hetto 
uprising  against the  nazis.
T h en  in M arch 1968, the  old scar 
on which so m uch skilled and devoted 
surgery had been perform ed, and which 
had  been pronounced by m any as 
healed, opened up. T h a t this h ap p en ­
ed, and the reasons for it form the 
m ain subject m a tte r  of Novick’s book.
D uring the long periods in which 
right-w ing forces ru led  Poland, vici­
ous use was m ade of an ti semitism. 
T h e  com bination of factors m aking for 
an ti semitism on a mass scale in Poland 
could scarcely have been m ore po ten t 
if it had  been arranged deliberately. 
T here  was ignorance and poverty, n a t­
ional oppression. T h e  worst traditions 
of Catholic anti-sem itism  had full 
scope.
T he Poles have long felt a sense 
of national frustration , a sense of hav­
ing been a pawn in the  in ternational 
big power game. T h en  came the a p ­
palling suffering of the Second W orld 
W ar, and a num ber of aspects of their 
socialist history which tended to ag­
gravate the strong nationalist feel­
ings.
T he Com m unists and progressive fo r­
ces of Poland faced such a task in 
build ing  the new society th a t m any 
have felt, and  still feel, th a t criticism 
of shortcomings or d irecting  a ttention  
to problem s is un just. Novick refers, 
for exam ple, to an anti-Jewish pog­
rom, in Kielce carried o u t by reaction­
ary forces as recently as 1946, in which 
42 people died.
But w hat emerges from  the booklet 
are facts which p u t the  question of 
anti semitism in Poland on qu ite  a 
d ifferent level from shortcom ings and 
omissions in the struggle against the 
past. T h e  real p o in t here  is the use 
of anti-sem itism  for political purposes 
by leaders and  factions in  the Polish 
governm ent and Polish U nited  W ork­
ers’ Party.
M arch 1968 was a tim e of sharpen­
ing difficulties in Poland, which 
m anifested themselves in several 
spheres, including the universities, the 
economy, and in the Party. It was 
evidently felt by m ore than  one fac­
tion th a t w ith am m unition  ru n n in g  
low, a shot or two of anti-semitism 
could still be effective.
Novick dem onstrates th a t w hat dev­
eloped was a considerable cam paign 
against ‘Zionism ’, particu larly  after 
the Arab-Israel conflict of Ju n e  1967. 
T here  were po in ted  press references 
to disloyal elem ents, the  percentage of 
Jews in the Party, and a singling out 
of Jewish Com m unists who had been
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associated w ith crimes of the Stalinist 
past.
Examples are given of distortions of 
the history of the Jews in Poland, such 
as the playing down of the heroic 
W arsaw G hetto  uprising  of 1943 — 
a struggle w'hich inspired all anti-fas­
cist fighters. Anniversary celebrations of 
the event began to receive cool trea t­
m ent by Polish leaders.
T h e  m ain  responsibility for the 
upsurge of an ti semitism according to 
Novick, is due to a Party  faction led 
by form er Inferior M inister General 
Mieczyslaw Moczar. Most of the exam ­
ples are from this grouping. But it also 
becomes clear th a t the supporters of 
Gom ulka were not guiltless.
General Moczar, for exam ple is q u o t­
ed from the W arsaw press as having 
said in a speech: “ . . . T h e  Israeli 
aggression against the Arab countries 
goes h an d  in  hand  w ith the anti- 
Polish cam paign which in ternational 
Zionism conducts th roughou t the world. 
T h is cam paign is prom oted through 
the m odern means of com m unication 
such as the press, the film, television 
and lite ra tu re , all of which are over­
whelmingly controlled by the Zionists. 
On our p a rt this cam paign will meet 
w ith protest and condem nation. In ­
ternational Zionism attem pts to w hite­
wash the Germ ans of the  crimes they 
com m itted against the  Jews and in 
a perfidious m anner it seeks to make 
the Poles equally  guilty  . . .”
Statem ents like these deserve some 
pondering. W hile they do not a p ­
proach the viciousness of some of the 
utterances of Moczar, some statem ents 
by G om ulka himself, and particularly  
by one of his p rom inent supporters, 
Andrzej W erblen, m ust be deeply dis­
tu rb ing  to all socialists. T hey are q u o t­
ed at some length, and the anti- 
semitic character of the  statem ents in 
the context of Polish politics are an al­
ysed.
It is said th a t opposition to Zionism, 
even denunciation  of Zionism, is not 
anti-seinitism . T h is statem ent in i t ­
self is true. But the  term  ‘Zionist’ can 
be used in a context in  which it as­
sumes a definite anti-sem itic m ean­
ing. Novick puts it as follows.
"The anti-Zionist line which p e r­
m eates so m uch of the Polish press 
appears to be an odd blend of Marx- 
ist-sounding phraseology and of the 
‘trad itio n a l’ anti-sem itic notions which 
are easily recognisable to anyone who 
was exposed to the  anti-sem itism  of 
the  pre-w ar Poland. T h e  old hobgob­
lin of the  wily and powerful In te rn a ­
tional Jew  always taking advantage of 
the decent and well-m eaning non-Jews 
is slightly altered: instead of ‘Jew ’ we 
now have ‘Z ionist’; instead of the ‘world 
Jewish conspiracy’ we now have the 
‘in te rnational Zionist conspiracy' ” ,
A curious twist to the  tragedy is 
provided by the fact th a t the  super- 
vigorous “anti-Z ionist” cam paign tends 
to feed political Zionism. W ith  the din 
of the  cam paign continually  in  their 
cars, it is n a tu ra l for some Jews to 
conclude th a t perhaps the only solu­
tion is to pack their bags for Israel. 
Even the  assim ilated Jew  who rejects 
Zionism has his la ten t soft spot for 
Israel sensitised. He takes m ore in te r­
est in  the  fortunes of the Israeli or 
Zionist leaders, and even identifies h im ­
self w ith them  while having no 
thoughts of going to Israel.
Novick in no way comes ou t as an 
anti-Polish crusader. He banks on the 
trad itions of the true  patrio ts and 
hum anists of this country about which 
he obviously feels so deeply, and espe­
cially does he bank on “ the trad ition  
of the Com m unist Party  of Poland 
w hich was fighting anti-sem itism  d u r­
ing th e  regim e of Pilsudski and the 
colonels ”.
D a v e  D a v ie s
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